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drawn from that position in deference to Lord Lansdowne, who
ge 5S feared that, if there were any creation, there might be a " swamping
creation "—the " large and prompt creation " of which Lord
Morley spoke in the final debate* But Mr. Balfour is reported
to have said later that his action in the crisis would have been
quite different if he had been informed earlier of the full facts of
the case and to have expressed some resentment at not having
been informed-1 It is arguable that the wiser course would have
been to make this disclosure soon after the election of December
1910, but against this must be set the risk that the King's action
would have been a subject of contention during the whole of the
next eight months instead of being confined to a sharp crisis at
the end* In the controversy that arose between the leaders of
the Unionist Party, it would scarcely have been possible to com-
municate the facts to Lord Lansdowne and Mr. Balfour without
permitting them to disclose them to their colleagues and to use
them in argument with their supporters, and when this process
had been started, it would have been difficult to set bounds to it.
Nevertheless it must be admitted that the necessity for secrecy
placed the King and his Secretary and even, on occasions, Asquith
himself, in a difficulty in any private discussions which they may
have had with the leaders of the Opposition in these months.
Among Asquith's papers of the year 1911 there is a memorandum
which, though probably not written by his own hand, undoubtedly
expresses his view of some part of those transactions. It takes the
form of answers to objections raised by a supposed opponent :
10 downing
whitehall, S*W* L
Most people will agree that the action of the House of Lords in the
Parliament of 1906-10 led up to a situation, or perhaps one ought to say a
deadlock, in which the question at issue was whether the relations between
the two Houses should be defined by statute or determined by the final
arbitrament of the House of Lords. A Liberal Government had no
choice in the matter. If Parliamentary Government was to be carried
o& then legislation defining the relations of the two Houses and placing the
House of Commons in the position allotted to it by the spirit and practice
of the Constitution was imperative.
' To go b&cfc a little— in 1907, after the rejection of the Education Bill,
i|fr He&ry C&mpbeH$annermaa's resolutions which in substance were
rtotice of Lord Balfour to The Timta, 20th March, 1030*

